STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Mohinder Bhalla,

140, Ajit Nagar, Patiala
.





                                              
          Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Health and Family Welfare, Pb.

Parivary Kalyan Bhawan, Sector-34-A,

Chandigarh.








          Respondents
COMPLAINT CASE NO.705/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant. .



1. Sh.Narinder Mohan, Superintendent, H&FW Deptt., Pb., and



2. Sh. Sarban Singh, Sr. Assistant, H&FW Deptt. – for Respondent. 
ORDER



On 13.07.2016, the following interim order was passed by the Commission :-



“The respondent is absent despite proper notice. The complainant has sought to know that substantial deductions made by the respondent from the amount of the medical bill pertaining to the treatment of his wife. Despite the repeated requests, the respondent has failed to response the information sought for. The commission takes a serious note of it.


The PIO is hereby directed to explain in writing in the shape of an affidavit depicting the reasons for inordinate delay in response to the complainant. 


Simultaneously, PIO is issued show cause as to why penalty @ Rs.250 per day of delay subject to maximum Rs.25,000/-  be not imposed on him for causing willful delay of the information  to the RTI applicant under Section 20(1) of the RTI Action 2005, callous attitude for not responding the correspondence made by the applicant. The PIO is directed to come present personally” 


As already mentioned the appellant intends to know the details of the deductions made towards reimbursement of medical bills submitted by him.
He is absent today. No communication about the same has also been received from him.



Sh.Narinder Mohan, Superintendent appearing on behalf of the respondents has submitted before us a copy of memo dated 29.09.2016 to the address of the Commission enclosing 
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COMPLAINT CASE NO.705/2016
therewith details of documents already sent to the appellant on 30.06.2016.  Its perusal reveals that the government policy towards reimbursement of expenses incurred on medical treatment along with the amount fixed for the specific procedures has been conveyed.  The Commission finds that sufficient information has been provided to the complainant.  No further intervention is called for. The complaint is closed.









Sd/-








  (Yashvir Mahajan)

29.09.2016





State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Mohinder Bhalla,

140, Ajit Nagar, Patiala



                                             
          Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Medical Officer,

Near Leela Bhawan,
 Patiala








                       Respondents

COMPLAINT CASE NO.721/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Dr. Malkiat Singh, Dy. Medical Commissioner, O/o Civil Surgeon, Patiala – for 


Respondent.
.

ORDER


The Complainant is absent.  The chief grouse of the complainant is that a significant amount has been deducted out of the medical reimbursement bills submitted by him for the treatment of his wife in a private hospital.


Dr. Malkiat Singh appearing on behalf of the Respondent says that the reimbursement rates are fixed by the government for different tests and procedures and the admissible medicines which have been repeatedly conveyed to him.  The Commission also understands that the reimbursement is made, by and large, according to the rates fixed by the PGI which are notified by the government.  An employee obviously is not entitled to the reimbursement of all expenses on account of treatment in a private hospital. 



The Commission finds that sufficient information has been given to him.  The complaint is closed.









Sd/-

29.09.2016






  (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Tejinder Singh Journalist (90410-04313),

Resident of Vill. Bholapur, Post office Ramgarh,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.                         



   
          Complainant 

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Faridkot.                                                                                                                        
Respondent

COMPLAINT CASE NO.682/2016

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Parties.
ORDER



None is present on behalf of the Parties.



The matter shall be reheard on 01.12.2016 at 11.30 AM.









Sd/-
29.09.2016






  (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Tejinder Singh Journalist (90410-04313),

Resident of Vill. Bholapur, Post office Ramgarh,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana           




 
Complainant 

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mansa.                                                                                                               

Respondent



COMPLAINT CASE NO.688/2016

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Kulwinder Singh, Clerk, O/o DTO, Mansa - for Respondent.
ORDER



Sh. Kulwinder Singh is present on behalf of the respondent. 



On the last date of hearing the complainant was advised to react on the reply submitted by the respondent.  Neither he is present nor communication has been received from him.  Apparently he seems satisfied with the reply of the respondent. 



No more action lies.  The complaint is closed.









Sd/-
29.09.2016






  (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Rajinder Kumar Sharma,

House No.884, Ward No.5, Gali No.7,

Gobindgarh Basti, Moga                  




 
Complainant 

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Deptt.of School Education.

Pb.Civil Sectt.-2, Sec-9, Chandigarh

                                                                                                                        

Respondent
COMPLAINT CASE NO.2477/2015

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Smt. Jasbir Kaur, Sr. Assistant, Estt. Br., O/o DPI (EE) – for Respondent.

ORDER



The Complainant is absent.  He has sent an e.mail requesting for adjournment.


Smt. Jasbir Kaur, Sr. Assistant is present on behalf of the Respondent.  She has requested for an adjournment.  The request is acceded. 



The matter shall be reheard on 01.12.2016 at 11.30 AM.









Sd/-
29.09.2016






  (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Dr. S.P Singh,

45, Block A, Azad Nagar, Street No.4,

Sirhind Road, Patiala -147001

 





   Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

Research & Medical Education, 7th Floor,

New Education Bhawan Building, Phase X,

S.A.S. Nagar.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Research & Medical Education, 7th Floor,

New Education  Bhawan Building, Phase X,

S.A.S. Nagar.                                                                                                                      Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO.3537/2015

Present:
Dr. S.P Singh, Appellant in person.



1. Dr. Gurdip Singh Kalyan, Jt.Director, Med. Edu. & Res. Deptt., and



2. Sh. Mohan Singh, PIO – cum – Supdt., Health 3 Br., Pb. Civil Sectt. – for 


    Respondents.
ORDER



On 12.07.2016, the Commission observed that :-



“The Commission observes that the original application was filed on 12.06.2015 asking for  certified copies of his Annual Confidential Reports by the applicant. The respondent is yet evasive in supplying the information even after the lapse of a year. The Commission takes a serious note and takes it as a case  of willful denial of the information.



The PIO is, thus, directed to explain the reasons and show cause as to why penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day of delay subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/-, be not imposed on him for causing willful delay / denial of the information to the RTI applicant under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005  and as to why the applicant should not be compensated for the detriment caused to him due to callous attitude of the PIO . The Public Information Officer is directed to come  in person and submit a written explanation before on the next date of hearing failing which ex-parte decision shall be taken.”


The matter has been taken up today.  PIOs in the office of the Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of Medical Education & Research and the Director, Medical Edu.
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APPEAL CASE NO.3537/2015
and Research, Punjab, have shown the communications sent to each other asserting that the custody of relevant record is in their rival offices.  In the scenario it is difficult for the Commission to ascertain as to who is in the actual custody of record under consideration.



The Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of Medical Education & Research may look into it and intimate to the Commission the particulars of the office/branch which is sitting over the record, within a period of one month from the receipt of the order.


To come up on 01.12.2016 at 11.30 AM.








    Sd/-



29.09.2016





        (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                                       State Information Commissioner

CC: Sh. Vikas Partap, IAS,

      Secretary to Government, Punjab,
      Department of Medical Education & Research,
      R. No. 414, Floor – 4, Punjab Civil Sectt. 2, Sector – 9,

      Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh Inderjeet Singh

S/o Sh. Harnek Singh

R/o Vill. Jand Wali Gali, Near Sabzi Mandi, 

VPO Rama Mandi, Distt. Bathinda.                                                                                       
Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Talwandi Sabo,

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,
Talwandi Sabo.





                                      

           Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO.633/2016
Present:
Sh. Darshan Singh on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Avtar Singh, (94172-01292), Naib Tehsildar, Talwandi Sabo – for Respondents.

ORDER



On 13.07.2016, following order was passed by the Commission :-


“The following observations were made by the Commission on 06.04.2016:



The appellant had sought for information with regard to the details of the Khasra Number of a passage that leads from Rama Mandi to Bagha road as well as the Khasra Numbers of a sub minor running alongside it. 



Sh. Avtar Singh, Naib Tehsildar appearing on behalf of the respondents submits that the requisite information to the effect that a copy of the masavi as well as the field book has been provided to him.  The appellant, however, is not satisfied.  As the document thus provided to him does not clearly show the description of the sub minor as well as the passage.  The respondent is directed to provide him a clear information as mentioned above.



To come up on 13.07.2016 at 11.30 AM through video conferencing at Mansa.



The respondent is absent. The appellant has come present in the court itself in Chandigarh. As mentioned above the respondent was directed to provide the appellant with the 
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APPEAL CASE NO.633/2016
documents clearly depicting the description of sub minor as well as passage of the aforementioned site. The above directives  seemingly have not been complied.  The Commission takes a serious view of absence as well as non-compliance of the orders passed on 06.04.2016. It suggests of willful withholding of information. 


The PIO is thus, directed to explain the reasons and show cause as to why penalty @ Rs.250 per day of delay subject to maximum Rs.25,000/-  be not imposed on him for causing willful delay/denial of the information  to the RTI applicant under Section 20(1) of the RTI Action 2005 and as to why he should not be compensated for the detriment caused to applicant  by his callous attitude. The PIO is directed to come present personally and submit written explanation in the shape of an affidavit before the next date of hearing.”



Sh. Avtar Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Talwandi Sabo is present.  He submits that the requisite information was already provided to the appellant prior to issue of the above order which was not revealed to the Commission by the appellant.  He has also submitted a reply which has been taken on record.  He has shown us a copy of the acknowledgement made by the appellant testifying the receipt of the information to his satisfaction.  Having informed of above, the appellant says that the copy of the masavi which has been provided to him is uncertified.  The halqa Patwari who is present in the Court has certified the documents on spot and a photo copy has been handed over to the appellant on spot.  Nothing more sustains in the appeal.  The same is disposed.









Sd/-
29.09.2016





            (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ashok Saini (92566-78174)

S/o Late Sh. Faquir Chand 

V&P.O. Bohan,

Tehsil & Distt. Hoshiarpur -146104                                   




    Appellant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (D),

Hoshiarpur.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (D),

Hoshiarpur                                                                                                                  Respondents
APPEAL  CASE NO.1124/2016

Present: 
Sh. Randeep Saini son of the appellant.



Sh. Vikash Sharma, Superintendent, ADC Office, Hoshiarpur – for  Respondents.

ORDER



The appellant is seeking a copy of an order passed by the Additional Deputy Commissioner (Dev.), Hoshiarpur on a complaint filed by the appellant against the bank officials for harassing them in order to enforce a recovery of a loan.


Sh. Randeep Saini son of the appellant is present.  He says that the ADC (D) while deciding the matter noted that the bank officials are bound to abide by the decision taken by the Recovery Tribunal.  On repeated requests the respondents have not supplied him the information.



Sh. Vikas Sharma, Superintendent appearing on behalf of the respondents says that despite their earnest efforts they are not able to find any document as afore-mentioned by the appellant. This forum feels that no powers vest in the Deputy Commissioners to adjudicate any issue pending between a bank and a loanee.  In any case, an order passed by the Recovery Tribunal having a legal sanctity has to be honoured.  In the face of the above facts the contention the Respondent cannot be disbelieved.  As the respondent says that the documents asked for are not 
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APPEAL  CASE NO.1124/2016
available with them the Commission considers it appropriate not to intervene in the issue.


With this observations the case is disposed.









Sd/-
29.09.2016






  (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Mehar Chand

S/o Sh. Saroop Ram,

Village Nwangran, Saroya, 

Distt. Nawanshahar.

                                     




    Appellant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Deptt. of  Higher Education 

Pb.Civil Sectt.-2, Sec-9,Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Deptt. of  Higher Education 

Pb.Civil Sectt.-2, Sec-9,
Chandigarh         

                                                                     Respondents
APPEAL  CASE NO.1153/2016

Present: 
None on behalf of the Parties.

ORDER



None is present on behalf of the Parties. Seemingly, the matter has been resolved between them.  No intervention of the Commission is called for.  The appeal is closed.









Sd/-
29.09.2016





         (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Gurkirpal Singh

S/o Sh. Kkarnail Singh,

House No.301, Near Govt. Middle School, Khanpur

Tehsil Kharar Distt. S.A. S. Nagar -140301                 




    Appellant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions (S.E), Pb.

Vidya Bhawan, PSEB Complex, Phase VIII,

S.A.S. Nagar.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director of Public Instructions (S.E), Pb.

Vidya Bhawan, PSEB Complex, Phase VIII,

S.A.S. Nagar.                                                                                                                   Respondents
APPEAL  CASE NO.1168/2016

Present: 
None on behalf of the Parties.



Sh. Rajiv Puri, Sr. Assistant, O/o DPI (S) – for Respondents.

ORDER



The appellant is absent.  Nothing has been heard from him also.


Sh. Rajiv Puri, Sr. Assistant representing the respondents has requested for an adjournment to file a written statement. 



 He is directed to convey the information under registered cover to the appellant under intimation to the Commission within fifteen working days positively.


The matter is posted for hearing on 01.12.2016 at 11.30 AM.









Sd/-
29.09.2016






  (Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Jagmohan Singh Makkar (98881-68223),

H.O. B-25,  334, G.T.Road, Salem Tabri

Ludhiana.

 





               Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana        
Public Information Officer,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO:177-178, Sector – 17 C,

Chandigarh.                                                                                            

 Respondent
COMPLAINT CASE NO.2087/2015

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.



1. Sh. Gurpal Singh, (99885-74550), APIO – cum – Superintendent, O/o STC, Pb.,  

2. Sh. Amardeep Singh, Clerk, (98789-77003), O/o DTO, Ludhiana – for Respondent.
ORDER


On 05.05.2016 the following order was passed by the Commission :-



“The complainant is seeking information with regard to the personal record of one

Sh. Surinder Bhandari, a Junior Assistant in the office of the District Transport Officer, Ludhiana.  Vide their reply received in the Commission on 02.05.2016 the PIO submits that the information available with the PIO in the office of the D.T.O., Ludhiana has since been provided to the complainant.  However, the majority of the information relates to the office of the State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh.  Vide their endorsement made by PIO to the office of the S.T.C. it has been requested to provide the information to the complainant.  The complainant is directed to react to the submissions made by the respondent.



Simultaneously, the PIO in the office of the State Transport Commissioner is also advised to arrange to provide the information relating to him and depute a representative to present their case on the next date of hearing which is fixed on 14.07.2016 at 11.30 AM.”



The matter was again taken up on 14.07.2016 and the order was reserved.
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COMPLAINT CASE NO.2087/2015


The complainant and the respondent were heard in person.  The respondent submitted that the complainant had sought information on two scores.  One exclusively concerns the personal information of one Sh. Surinder Bhandari and the other is a massive information  concerning various series of registration of vehicles.    He further submitted that the complainant was requested to inspect the record as the provision of the later information as mentioned at Point No. 12 of his application would disproportionately divert their resources.  Since he has failed to avail of this opportunity the complaint deserves to be filed.



The Commission does not see any infirmity in the above observations of the respondent.  The Commission feels that in case an applicant seeks the information in an unmanageable quantum, the Public Authority is justified in advising him to inspect it and ask for a certified copy of documents to a reasonable extent.



We agree that the information sought under Point Nos. 1 to 11 is a personal information and tantamount to causing unwarranted invasion of the privacy of an individual.  The information like the salary he drew at the time of his entry into service, the increments he has earned, the certificates he submitted, the suspensions from service, his date of retirement, his personal properties seem too personal and its revelation shall not serve a public cause.  The complainant has not been able to make any bonafide case in seeking such information and the Commission is not inclined to intervene.  No culpability of the PIO in denying the information has been found.  The complaint is filed.










    Sd/-


29.09.2016






       ( Yashvir Mahajan )

                                                                                       State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Ravinder Pal Singh Chadha,(98142-28629)

39, Banda Bahadur Nagar, 

Jalandhar.

                                     




 
Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.                                                                                              

Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO.2959/2016

Present:
Sh.Ravinder Pal Singh Chadha, (98142-28629), Appellant in person.



None on behalf of the Respondents.

ORDER



On 26.07.2016 this forum had observed as under:-


“The respondent is absent.  On the last date of hearing it was pointed out that another appeal on the same subject is pending before the bench of Sh. Parveen Kumar, Ld. SIC. The appellant submits that the instant information relates to the amount of C.L.U. charges having been received by the Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar with reference to the cases mentioned in his original application.  Nothing has been heard from the respondent with reference to the above contention of the appellant.  The respondents are directed to file a written reply immediately failing which it shall be presumed that they are willfully denying him the information and the penal action shall be followed without any opportunity to the respondent.”



The matter has been taken up today.  The appellant is present.  



The respondent is again absent today.  The consecutive absence of the respondents suggests their defiance. 
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APPEAL CASE NO.2959/2016


The original application was filed by the appellant on 13.04.2015.  Despite a lapse of period of more than a year the information has not been provided.  A cursory response to the effect that this case is pending with another State Information Commissioner does not serve the cause of  the respondents. The Commission is constrained to believe that the respondents are intentionally and malafidely withholding the information sought by the appellant.  Obviously, they have rendered themselves liable for the penal consequences. 


The PIO concerned by name is hereby issued a show cause notice to explain in a self-attested affidavit as to why a penalty @ Rs.250/- per day of delay subject to maximum of Rs.25,000/- till the complete information is furnished, be not imposed under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 on him for causing willful delay / denial of the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the appellant under Section 19 (8) (b) of the Act  for the detriment suffered by him. 



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte.


To come up on 01.12.2016 at 11.30 AM.









Sd/-











29.09.2016






(Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner
CC: 
The Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

       
Jalandhar.   He is directed to ensure the service of this show cause 
notice on the PIO concerned being the Head of the Public Authority  
besides ensuring to provide the information to the appellant.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Dr. S.P Singh,

45, Block A, Azad Nagar, Street No.4,

Sirhind Road, Patiala -147001

 





    Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintendent,

Deptt. of Medical Edu. & Research, Punjab,

Health -3 Branch, 4th Floor, Punjab Civil Sectt. 2,

Sector-9, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Research & Medical Education, 7th Floor,

PSEB Complex, Vidya Bhawan, Sector – 62,

Phase 8, 7th Floor, E-Block,
S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali).                                                                          

    Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.3472/2015

Present:
Dr. S.P Singh, Appellant in person.



1. Dr. Gurdip Singh Kalyan, Jt.Director, Med. Edu. & Res. Deptt., and



2. Sh. Mohan Singh, PIO – cum – Supdt., Health 3 Br., Pb. Civil Sectt. – for 


    Respondents.

ORDER



This case has been entrusted to this bench after Sh. Harinder Pal Singh Mann, the then SIC demitted his office.  It shall be relevant to reproduce the interim order passed by him on 08.02.2016:



“Heard


2.
Vide RTI application dated 12.06.2015- addressed to the PIO, Dr. S.P.Singh  has sought the information.

3.
Aggrieved, the information seeker filed an appeal before the departmental authority. However, still aggrieved, he has now come to the State Information Commission Punjab.

4.
 Appellant states that after the lapse of eight months, no information has been provided to him.  Appellant states that he filed RTI application to the Secy., Medical Education, Pb on 12.06.2015 but the PIO O/o Secy., Medical Education, Pb stated that the sought for information is to be provided by the PIO O/o Director Research and Medical Education, Pb, therefore, RTI application has been transferred to Director Research and Medical Education, Pb  on 15.07.2015 for further proceedings but Director Research and Medical Education, Pb had not replied on his application.  Appellant further states that he again filed to  Director Research and Medical Education, Pb on 25.07.2015 that what action has been taken by the PIO on his RTI application.  Director Research and Medical Education, Pb, has
written to OSD (Litigation), Deptt of Medication Education and Research, Pb that the sought                                                                                                                 
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APPEAL CASE NO.3472/2015
for information cannot be provided to the Appellant under Rule 8 of the RTI Act 2005 regarding his application dated 12.06.2015 with a copy to him.   In today’s hearing, Dr. Gurdeep Singh Kalyan, PIO is appearing in person states that he has brought the information till the month of September but the Appellant states that this information is incomplete as it is not up to date as sought by him.  Sh. Dhiraj Joshi, Sr. Assistant and Sh. Hardev Singh, Suptd., states that remaining information is to be provided by the Director Medical Education and Research, Pb and Sh. Karnail Singh, Sr. Assistant. 

5.
Since, the remaining information is to be provided by the Director Medical Education and Research, Pb and Sh. Karnail Singh, Sr. Assistant.   Both are directed to personally appear on the next date of hearing with a reply that on what basis, Director Medical Education and Research, Pb has denied for not providing the information to the Appellant and why Appellant should not be compensated for the detriments suffered by the him and why Respondent should not be penalized for the delay in providing the information  to the Appellant.”


The case was taken up for hearing on 12.07.2016 by this bench and the order was reserved.  Dr. Manjit Mohi, Director, Research and Medical Education, Punjab submitted that the entire information was provided to the information seeker.  However, the appellant was not satisfied.  He was directed to specify the infirmity in the information already provided to him.  He has filed a memo dated 09.06.2016 in compliance with the directions of the Commission. The perusal of the same suggests that his observations are vague and lead us nowhere.  He has not pointed out any specific deficiency in the information already provided to him the cognizance of which can be taken.  Succinctly speaking, he had asked for the certified copies of the pages of a file relating to his personal record which has already been provided to him.  The Commission does not see the requirement of any further action on the same.  The complaint is filed. 









Sd/-
29.09.2016






(Yashvir Mahajan)

                                                                      State Information Commissioner
